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REMARKS 

Reconsideration of the pending application is respectfully requested on the basis of 
the following particulars: 

Claim for priority 

Applicant notes that, in the present application, foreign priority is claimed based on 
Japanese applications JP 2002-301600, JP 2003-288700, and JP 2003-288701. Applicant 
draws the examiner's attention to the Application Data Sheet filed on October 15, 2003 in 
which the priority claim is made, and to the priority documents found in the image file 
wrapper under the document description "foreign reference" and dated 10-15-2003. 

Applicant requests that the examiner acknowledge both the claim for foreign 
priority and receipt of the priority documents. 

In the claims 

Claims 1, 27 and 29 are amended to include all or some of the limitations of claims 
4 and 7, and the term "air guide duct" is deleted from all the elected claims. The recitation 
of "air guide duct" is generally replaced by recitation of the heat absorber duct and the 
heat radiator duct. 

Applicant notes that the original specification provides that "the air guide duct 
includes a heat absorber duct for allowing the air to flow through the heat absorber and a 
heat radiator duct for allowing the air to flow through the heat radiator" at line 25 of page 
6 through line 2 of page 7. Further, it is noted that the air guide duct, the heat absorber 
duct and the heat radiator duct are discussed throughout the specification. Accordingly, no 
new matter is added. 

New claims 30-33 are added. The new claims 30-33 are supported by Fig. 7 and 
lines 4-10, page 32 of the specification, Fig. 8a and lines 1-6, page 33 of the specification, 
Fig. 8b and lines 6-13, page 33 of the specification, Figs. 5 and 6 and lines 12-14, page 30 
and lines 1-7, page 31 of the specification, respectively. Thus, no new matter is added. 
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Objection to the drawings, the specification, and rejection of claims under 35 U.S.C. § 
112, second paragraph in view of the phrase "air guide duct" 

The examiner has objected to the drawings and the specification, and has rejected 
claims 1-5, 7, 10-14, 20, 24-25, 27 and 29 as being indefinite, in view of the recitation in 
the claims of a "air guide duct." 

The term "air guide duct" has been removed from the elected claims. Applicant 
notes that the original specification provides that "the air guide duct includes a heat 
absorber duct for allowing the air to flow through the heat absorber and a heat radiator 
duct for allowing the air to flow through the heat radiator." Accordingly, the phrase "air 
guide duct" is replaced with a recitation of the heat absorber duct and the heat radiator 
duct. 

In view of the amended claims, withdrawal of the drawing and specification 
objections, and the rejection of the claims under 35 U.S.C. § 112, second paragraph, be 
withdrawn. 

Rejection of claims 1-5, 7, 10-14, 20, 24-25, 27 and 29 under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) 

Claims 1-5, 7, 10-14, 20, 24-25, 27 and 29 presently stand rejected as being 
unpatentable over Hallman (U.S. 2003/0196277) in view of JP 7-178289 (hereafter JP 
'298) or Applicant's Admitted Prior Art (AAPA). Claims 3-5, 10-14 and 29 are rejected 
as being unpatentable over Hallman in view of JP '289 and further in view of Fukumoto 
(U.S. 6,282,928), Tanigawa (U.S. 6,032,494) (hereafter Tanigawa '494) or Tanigawa 
(U.S. 5,887,456) (hereafter Tanigawa '456). Claim 24 is rejected as being unpatentable 
over Hallman in view of JP '289 and further in view of Itoh (U.S. 2002/0046570). 

These rejections are respectfully traversed for at least the following reasons. 

The present invention, as set forth by independent claim 1 (and similarly by 
independent claims 27 and 29) is directed to a washing and drying machine which 
performs a washing operation including washing, rinsing and dewatering cycles, and a 
drying operation in a same rotary drum. 
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The washing and drying machine of claim 1 includes a heat radiator, a heat 
absorber, a heat absorber duct and a heat radiator duct, wherein an air supply duct is 
connected to an outlet of the heat radiator duct through a flexible connection member, and 
an air exhaust duct is connected to an inlet of the heat absorber duct through a flexible air 
exhaust hose, and wherein the flexible connection member and the flexible air exhaust 
hose are disposed on the rear side of a water tub and extend in a same direction. The 
recited characteristics of claim 1 enables lengths of the air exhaust hose 36 and the flexible 
connection member 37 to be shorter, so that the machine becomes more compact. 

It is respectfully submitted that none of the cited references (Hallman, JP '289, 
AAPA, Fukumoto, Tanigawa '494, Tanigawa '456 and Itoh) disclose or suggest a flexible 
connection member and a flexible air exhaust hose being disposed on the rear side of the 
water tub and extending in the same direction. Accordingly, any combination of these 
references necessarily fails to teach or suggest all of the claim limitations of the 
independent claims. 

Applicants note the basic requirements of a prima facie case of obviousness as set 
forth in the MPEP §2143. This section states that to establish a prima facie case of 
obviousness, three basic criteria first must be met. First, there must be some suggestion or 
motivation, either in the references themselves or in the knowledge generally available to 
one of ordinary skill in the art, to modify the references or to combine the references 
teachings. Second, there must be a reasonable expectation of success. Finally, the prior 
art references (or references when combined) must teach or suggest all the claim 
limitations. 

Further, the teaching or suggestion to make the claimed combination and the 
reasonable expectation of success must both be found in the prior art, not in applicant's 
disclosure. In re Vaeck, 947 F 2d 488,20 USPQ2d 1438(fed.cir.l991). 

MPEP section 2143.03 also states that all claim limitations must be taught or 
suggested by the prior art. In re Royka, 490 F.2d 981,180 USPQ 580 (CCPA 1974). "All 
words in a claim must be considered in judging the patentability of that claim against the 
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prior art." In re Wilson, 424 F .2D 1382, 1385, 165 USPQ 494,496 (CCPA 1970). If an 
independent claim is non-obvious under 35 U.S.C. 103, then any claim depending 
therefrom is non-obvious. In re Fine, 837 F .2d 1071, 5 USPQ2d 1596(Fed. Cir.1998). 

Because none of the cited references teach or suggest a flexible connection 
member and a flexible air exhaust hose being disposed on the rear side of the water tub 
and extending in the same direction, and therefore any combination of these references 
fails to teach or suggest these limitations, the cited references (in any combination) fail to 
form a prima facie case of obviousness of the presently claimed invention. 

Therefore, it is respectfully submitted that claims 1, 27, and 29, as well as claims 
2-4, 10-14, 20, 24-25, and 30-33 which depend from claim 1, are allowable over the cited 
references. Accordingly, withdrawal of these rejections is requested. 

Rejection of claims 1-2, 3-5, 7, 10-14, 20, 24-25, 27 and 29 by double patenting 

Claims 1-2, 3-5, 7, 10-14, 20, 24-25, 27 and 29 presently stand as provisionally 
rejected, on the ground of nonstatutory obviousness-type double patenting, as being 
unpatentable over claim 20 of copending application 10/879,136, and as being 
unpatentable over claims 1-10 of copending application 10/999,945. These rejections are 
respectfully traversed for at least the following reasons. 

It is respectfully submitted that the copending claims of neither application 
10/879,136 nor application 10/999,945 are directed to a combination washer/dryer 
apparatus wherein a flexible connection member and a flexible air exhaust hose are 
disposed on the rear side of the water tub and extend in the same direction. 

Accordingly, withdrawal of the provisional double patenting rejections is 
requested. 

New claims 

New claims 30-33 have been added. It is respectfully submitted that new claims 
30-33 recite subject matter which is novel and not obvious in view of the cited references, 
and therefore new claims 30-33 are allowable. 
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New claim 30 defines a washing and drying machine including a mounting base 
for supporting the housing at a certain height, the mounting base accommodating therein 
the heat pump, wherein the mounting base is drawable from the housing backwards. 
Therefore, repair and maintenance of the heat pump are readily performed, and assembling 
process for manufacturing the machine is also readily performed. Support for new claim 
30 is found in the specification a lines 4-10 of page 32, and in Fig. 7. 

Claim 31 relates to a washing and drying machine, wherein the flexible connection 
member and the flexible air exhaust hose extend parallel with each other and downwards 
along the rear side of the water tub. Therefore, the length of the flexible connection 
member 37 becomes shorter, and the torsion exerted thereon is also reduced. Support for 
new claim 31 is found in the specification at lines 1-6 of page 33, and in Fig. 8a. 

Claim 32 is directed to a washing and drying machine, wherein the flexible 
connection member and the flexible air exhaust hose extend parallel with each other and 
extend from the rear side of the water tub substantially perpendicular thereto. This recited 
characteristic enables the flexible connection member 37 to be connected to the outlet of 
the heat radiator duct 33 in a straight line. Therefore, the length of the flexible connection 
member 37 becomes shorter, and the torsion exerted thereon is also reduced. Support for 
new claim 32 is found in the specification at lines 6-13 of page 33, and in Fig. 8b. 

Claim 33 is about a washing and drying machine, wherein the heat pump is 
disposed at a lower part of a space between a rear wall of the housing and the water tub. 
By disposing the heat pump between the rear portion of the water tub 3 and the rear wall 
lb of the housing, and the air exhaust hose 36 and the flexible connection member 37 on 
the rear portion of the water tub 3 in the same direction, the lengths of the air exhaust hose 
36 and the flexible connection member 37 can be shorter, so that the machine becomes 
more compact. Support for new claim 33 is found in the specification at lines 12-14 of 
page 30, lines 1-7 of page 31, and in Figs. 5 and 6. 



14 



1 



Application No.: 10/684,462 
Examiner: J. Perrin 
Art Unit: 1746 



Conclusion 



In view of the amendments to the claims, and in further view of the foregoing 
remarks, it is respectfully submitted that the application is in condition for allowance. 
Accordingly, it is requested that claims 1-4, 10-14, 20, 24-25, 27, and 29-33 be allowed 
and the application be passed to issue. 

If any issues remain that may be resolved by a telephone or facsimile 
communication with the Applicant's attorney, the Examiner is invited to contact the 
undersigned at the numbers shown. 



Respectfully submitted, 



BACON & THOMAS, PLLC 
625 Slaters Lane, Fourth Floor 
Alexandria, Virginia 22314-1 176 
Phone: (703) 683-0500 




Date: February 9, 2007 



Attorney for Applicant 
Registration No. 47,921 
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